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faith in God’s promises, they saw these events, embraced them, and confessed
that they were strangers and pilgrims on the earth (Heb 11:13, 16). Likewise,
it was faith in God’s word which, in the midst of inscrutable suffering, buoyed
Jesus’ spirit as the “joy” that enabled Him to endure the cross (Heb 12:2; cf.
Ps 22:27–31).
As a whole, A Profound Ignorance is a work of compelling depth and
discernment that will reward any reader interested in the history of pneumatology. Whether or not the reader agrees with Radner’s conclusions, the
author must be commended for writing an excellent work of extensive historical breadth and value. Moreover, his keen insight in tracing the historical
thread of the gradual yet decisive enthronement of an anthropological Spirit
(in academia, popular culture, and the church at large) is bold. In fact, Radner
confesses that he wrote much of the book “cautiously and even with reluctance” (11). Yet, even if with some trepidation, Radner courageously ends
this work by taking the spotlight off of the third Person of the Trinity and,
through him, placing the focus directly on Christ and His commandments. A
daring move to be sure, but one that ultimately substantiates Christ’s claim:
“He [the Holy Spirit] will glorify me, for He will take of what is Mine and
declare it to you” (John 16:14).
Berrien Springs, Michigan

Silvia Canale Bacchiocchi

Vainio, Olli-Pekka. Cosmology in Theological Perspective: Understanding Our
Place in the Universe. Grand Rapids: Baker Academic, 2018. ix + 210 pp.
Softcover. USD 17.50.
According to Olli-Pekka Vainio, “cosmology is … an attempt to make sense
of the human place in the universe” (3). In his book, Cosmology in Theological
Perspective: Understanding Our Place in the Universe, he examines “the interface between philosophical and scientific convictions about our universe” (4),
with a specific emphasis on the interaction between our scientific understanding of the universe and our theological or philosophical understandings of
how humans fit into it all. As a framework for this endeavor, the author
refers to C. S. Lewis’s cosmology, using his “distinction between reason and
imagination” (9) to analyze cosmology from a theological viewpoint.
Olli-Pekka Vainio is a University Lecturer of Systematic Theology for the
Faculty of Theology at the University of Helsinki. He has also been a resident
scholar at the Center of Theological Inquiry at Princeton and has taught
at the University of Oxford. His book contains 10 chapters, which include
discussions on ancient cosmologies, early Christian cosmologies, the relation
of science and theology, modern debates on multiple inhabited worlds in
the universe, the relation of possible alien life and Christian theism, and the
impact of the scale of the universe on cosmology and theology.
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A key point in the book that might interest many theologians and scientists is at the end of chapter three, where Vainio summarizes his discussion of
the conflict between theology and science that was generated by the theories
of Galileo, Newton, and Darwin. He claims that the church’s reaction to
Galileo was the categorical denial of clear evidence. In order not to repeat that
mistake, the church accepted Newtonian physics with little critical analysis.
And its reaction to Darwinism was extreme before the theory was well understood. Then the author sets forth his idea of how science and theology should
relate to each other:
The lesson is that the sciences develop over time toward more complex and
delicate models of reality. Therefore, immediately jumping onto a bandwagon is not as wise as it might seem. This is so because the philosophical
and theological meanings of scientific theories are not always clear. There
is no point in resisting new scientific discoveries. Science proceeds on its
course through empirical verification and falsification. What the church
should do is to support the advance of science and concentrate on more
philosophical issues, such as the philosophy of science, being the point at
which science typically tries to overreach its proper boundaries (58).

Vainio seems to be saying that the church should not seek to judge the
veracity of scientific claims when they are based on clear evidence, but, rather,
apply theological ideas and principles to philosophical claims that some scientists make which are based more on worldview than falsifiable theory.
Another issue that the book addresses concerning the interface of cosmology
and theology is the uniqueness of humanity in the universe. Ancient cosmologies often placed humans at the physical center of the universe, and Christian
theology has placed us at the moral center. The author discusses the impact of
the realization that planet Earth is not even in the center of the Milky Way, much
less the center of the cosmos. Does our seemingly peripheral position in the
universe mean that we lose our centrality in salvation history as well?
Vainio also discusses soteriology as it might relate to other intelligent
beings on other planets in the universe. He raises the question about the
efficacy of the cross for beings outside of planet Earth, and addresses the
possibility that Christ’s incarnation might have been repeated in various
worlds throughout the cosmos. “I think that nothing in the core doctrines
of Christian faith makes the idea of multiple incarnations opposed to orthodoxy” (160). He also ponders the possibility of multiple universes and how
Christian theology would relate to such a reality.
The last chapter of the book explores C. S. Lewis’s use of imagination
and reason, and their interplay, and how that might guide us in thinking
about humankind’s place in the cosmos. He quotes Lewis as saying that
reason helps us find truth, but it is our imagination that finds meaning for
us. And meaning, and therefore imagination, must precede the discovery of
truth via our minds.
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Cosmology in Theological Perspectives is an interesting and provocative
read for anyone interested in the relationship between science and theology.
Vaino presents some interesting and sometimes imaginative views. At times,
as he admits, he enters the area of speculation about reality and our theological responses to it. At other times, he is working from established data. But
overall, the book is a good read, will stimulate critical thinking, and offers
solid ideas as well as interesting ventures into the unknown.
Andrews University

David Penno

Doukhan, Jacques. Daniel 11 Decoded: An Exegetical, Historical, and Theological Study. Berrien Springs, MI: Andrews University Press, 2019. xv + 341
pp. Softcover. USD 29.99.
Jacques Doukhan’s outstanding study on Daniel 11 is a unique publication,
not only because no book of such a length has ever before been devoted to
this single chapter in the book of Daniel, but especially for its innovative
content. He steps into uncharted territory with deep insights and persuasive
vigor. The volume is a result of the author’s mature exegetical-theological
thinking, which culminates his extensive research on the topic. He has
already outlined the basic contours of his approach in three previous publications (see Aux portes de l’espérance [París: Editions Vie et sante, 1983];
also, The Vision of the End [Berrien Springs, MI: Andrews University Press,
1989]; and his popular commentary on the book of Daniel, Secrets of
Daniel: Wisdom and Dreams of a Jewish Prince in Exile [Hagerstown, MD:
Review and Herald Publishing Association, 2000]). No previous study on
Daniel 11 has yet achieved this very thorough exegetical, historical, and
theological investigation of the notoriously difficult text with its complexity
and symbolism.
This publication is divided logically into eight chapters with their purpose
to decode the cryptic language and message of Daniel 11. Each chapter is well
organized, clear in content, and credible in the arguments presented. The
first chapter deals with the problem and methodology. He introduces three
main schools of interpretation (preterist, futurist, historicist) and the Islamic
interpretation, a minor and recent approach to this section of Daniel. He
argues that, in this specific chapter, the Maccabean thesis bears imprint on
all of them with the struggles between the Seleucids and the Ptolemais and
also usually including Antiochus IV Epiphanes. He criticizes this approach
on exegetical and historical grounds throughout the book. The Maccabean
thesis cannot be maintained due to its presuppositions, historical weaknesses,
inconsistences, and circular reasoning. Doukhan follows the hermeneutics of
covenant, but sharply distinguishes and contrasts his use of it to the dispensationalists’ approach (13–15).

